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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1 - 1 16 are presented for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 09/12/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

3. As per remarks, Applicants' argued that (1) Hunter reference clearly does not 
disclose or even suggest utilizing such predetermined criteria that includes a capability to 
deal with an interrupted or non-steady data flow. 

4. As to point (1), Hunter discloses the capability to detect bit loss and patch the 
corrupted bits or packets in original download [ paragraphs 0213-0216 ]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant 
for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall 
have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
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international application designated the United States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such 
treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-3, 7-16, 19, 20, 23-32, 35, 39, 41-46, 49, 53, 55-61, 65-74, 77, 78, 81- 
90, 93, 97, 99-104, 107, 111, 113-116 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Hunter et al. [ US Patent No 200200561 18 ]. 

7. As per claim 1, Hunter discloses the invention substantially as claimed including 

a method of transmitting information to a computer [610, Figure 23; and paragraph 0012, 
lines 11-19] having a removable medium [ 630, Figure 23 ], comprising the steps of: 

receiving a request from the computer to download information over a network [ 
Figure 11; and paragraph 0139 ]; 

determining whether a device of the computer having structure to write to the 
removable medium meets predetermined criteria that includes a capability to deal with an 
interrupted or non-steady data flow [ i.e. capability to detect bit loss ] [ paragraph 0213- 
0216 ] and is therefore an appropriate device for writing to the removable medium [ i.e. 
determine status of disc position, etc, blank disk, empty disk ] [ Figure 6; and paragraph 
0074 ]. 

transmitting information to the computer in order for the device of the computer 
to write the information to the removable medium [ Figure 4; and paragraph 0012, lines 
11-19]; wherein the transmitting step comprises 

transmitting the information to the computer in order for the device of the 
computer to write the information to the recordable medium without writing any of the 
information to an intermediate storage device, when the determining step determines that 
the device is an appropriate device for writing to the removable medium [ i.e. write to 
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removable media ] [ 86, Figure 4; 630, Figure 23; paragraphs 0064, 0065, 0154, and 0157 
]• 

8. As per claim 2, Hunter discloses the step of: 

transmitting the information to the computer in order for the intermediate storage 
device to store the information followed by reading the information from the intermediate 
storage device and v^riting the information to the removable medium using the device, 
when the determining step determines that the device is not an appropriate device for 
writing to the removable medium [ i.e. temporary store in hard drive ] [ Figure 17, and 
paragraph 0169, lines 23-27 ]. 

9. As per claim 3, Hunter discloses determining whether the device is an appropriate 
device by examining state data of the device [ i.e. status of slot ] [ Figure 6 ]. 

10. As per claim 7, Hunter discloses the step of determining if information is written 
to the removable medium; and the step of transmitting is performed when it has been 
determined that no information is written to the removable medium [ i.e. blank disc ] [ 
Figure 6; and paragraphs 0012, 0074 ]. 

11. As per claim 8, Hunter discloses prohibiting a writing of information to the 
removable medium, when it has been determined that the removable medium contains 
previously written information [ i.e. currently stored movie ] [ Figure 6; a paragraph 0074 
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12. As per claim 9, Hunter discloses notifying a user that information is written to the 
removable medium [ i.e. alert ] [ paragraph 0139, lines 31-33 ]. 

13. As per claim 10, Hunter discloses writing the information to a memory in the 
computer which is other than the removable medium, when it has been determined that 
the removable medium contains previously written information [ i.e. temporary storage ] 
[ paragraph 0 1 69, lines 22-27 ] . 

14. As per claim 1 1, Hunter discloses transmitting the information to the computer in 
order for the device of the computer which is an optical disc drive to write the 
information to the removable medium which is an optical disc [ paragraph 0121 ]. 

15. As per claim 12, Hunter discloses transmitting the information to the computer in 
order for the device of the computer which is an optical disc drive to write the 
information to the removable medium which is one of a CD-R and a CD-RW [ paragraph 
0124]. 

16. As per claim 13, Hunter discloses transmitting the information to the computer in 
order for the intermediate storage device which is a hard disk drive to store the 
information [ paragraph 0128 ]. 
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17. As per claims 14-16, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claims 1-3. 

18. As per claim 19, Hunter discloses determining step is performed by the computer 
which includes the device [ Figures 2 A and 2B ], 

19. As per claim 20, Hunter discloses determining step is performed by a remote 
computer which transmits the information to the computer which includes the device [ 
Figure 11 ]. 

20. As per claims 23-29, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claims 7-13, 

21. As per claim 30, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 1. 
Furthermore, Hunter discloses the information including first importance information [ 
i.e. key codes ] [ Figure 8; and paragraphs 0080-0082 ], and second importance 
information [ i.e. movie ] [ Abstract ] having an important which is lower than the first 
important information [ i.e. playback movie when all codes are present ] [ paragraph 0083 
]; and writing the first important information to a hard disk drive of the computer [ 
paragraph 0128 ]. 

22. As per claim 31, Hunter discloses requesting, by the computer, that the 
information be transmitted thereto [ Figure 11]. 
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23. As per claim 32, Hunter discloses transmitting, to a remote computer over a 
network, state data of the device which writes to the storage medium [ paragraph 0089, 
lines 8-16; and paragraph 0144 ]. 

24. As per claim 35, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 1. 

25. As per claim 39, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 7. 

26. As per claim 41, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 9 and 
10. 

27. As per claim 42, Hunter discloses providing, by a user, an instruction to perform 
said step of writing the second importance information, when there exists an indication 
that information is recorded on the storage medium [ i.e. overwrite ] [ paragraph 0141, 
lines 13-20 ]. 

28. As per claim 43, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 41 . 
Furthermore, Hunter discloses writing the first and second importance information to the 
hard disk drive, when there is an indication that information is recorded on the storage 
medium [ paragraph 0144, Unes 21-25 ]. 

29. As per claim 44, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 12. 
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30. As per claims 45 and 46, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claims 30 and 32. 

31. As per claim 49, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 35. 

32. As per claim 53, it is rejected for similar reason as stated above in claim 39. 

33. As per claim 55-58, they are rejected for similar reason as stated above in claims 
41-44. 

34. As per claims 59-61, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claims 1-3. 

35. As per claims 65-71, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claims 7-13, 

36. As per claims 72-74, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claims 1-3. 

37. As per claims 77 and 78, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claims 19 and 20. 
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38. As per claims 81-87, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claims 7-13. 

39. As per claims 88-90, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claims 30-32. 

40. As per claim 93, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 35. 

41 . As per claim 97, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 39. 

42. As per claims 99-102, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claims 41-44. 

43. As per claim 103, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 30. 

44. As per claim 104, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 32. 

45. As per claim 107, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 49. 

46. As per claim 1 1 1, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 53. 

47. As per claims 1 13-1 16, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claims 55-58. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

48. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the maimer in which the invention was made. 

49. Claims 4-6, 17, 18, 21, 22, 33, 34, 37, 38, 40, 47, 48, 51, 52, 54, 62-64, 75, 76, 79, 
80, 91, 92, 95, 96, 98, 105, 106, 109, 1 10 and 112, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Hunter et al, [ US Patent No 200200561 18 ], in view of 
Srinivasan [ US Patent No 6,460,076 ]. 

50. As per claim 4, Hunter does not specifically disclose at least a model number of 
the device. Srinivasan discloses some information that includes the model and make of 
the recording device [ col 5, lines 52-54 ]. It would have been obvious to a person skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Hunter and 
Srinivasan's teaching of model and make of the device would allow to determine 
compatibility of the device so that the proper driver can be provided. 

51. As per claim 5, Srinivasan discloses at least a manufacturer of the device [ i.e 
make ] [ col 5, lines 52-54 ]. 
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52. As per claim 6, Srinivasan discloses prohibiting the transmitting of the 
information to the computer, when the determining step determines the device of the 
computer does not meet the predefined criteria [ i.e. reject request if device is not 
compatible ] [ col 5 ,Unes 54-56 ]. 

53. As per claims 17 and 18, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claims 4 and 5. 

54. As per claims 21 and 22, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claim 6. 

55. As per claims 33 and 34, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claims 4 and 5. 

56. As per claim 37, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 6, 33 
and 34. 

57. As per claim 38, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 2, 13, 
33 and 34. 



58. 



As per claim 40, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 6. 
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59. As per claims 47 and 48, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claims 4 and 5. 

60. As per claims 51 and 52, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claims 37 and 38. 

61 . As per claim 54, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 40. 

62. As per claims 62-64, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claims 4-6. 

63. As per claims 75 and 76, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claims 4 and 5. 

64. As per claims 79 and 80, they are rejected for similar reason as stated above in 
claim 21. 

65. As per claims 91 and 92, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claims 4 and 5. 

66. As per claims 95 and 96, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claims 37 and 38. 
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67. As per claim 98, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 6. 

68. As per claims 105 and 106, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claims 47 and 48. 

69. As per claims 109 and 1 10, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in 
claims 51 and 52. 

70. As per claim 1 12, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 54. 

71. Claims 36, 50, 94, 108, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hunter et al. [ US Patent No 20020056 1 1 8 ], in view of Srinivasan [ US Patent No 
6,460,076 ], and further in view of Allen [ US Patent No 5,794, 217 ]. 

72. As per claim 36, Hunter and Srinivasan do not specifically disclose the step of 
writing the first importance information writes computer instruction; and the step of 
writing the second importance information writes computer data. Allen discloses the step 
of writing the first importance information writes computer instruction; and the step of 
writing the second importance information writes computer data [ col 10, lines 19-38 ]. It 
would have been obvious to a person skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the teaching of Hunter, Srinivasan and Allen because Allen's teaching of 
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instruction and data would allow to remotely control and manage the writing or recording 
of information in a more efficient manner. 

73. As per claim 50, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 36. 

74. As per claim 94, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 36. 

75. As per claim 108, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 50. 

76. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dustin Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3971, The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday (8:00 - 5:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John FoUansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3968. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directly to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 

Dustin Nguyen 
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